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Ifthe Higgsboson hasa m assbelow 130 GeV,then the standard m odelvacuum is

unstable;ifithasa m assbelow 90 GeV (i.e. within reach ofLEP within the nexttwo

years),then theinstability willoccurata scalebetween 800 GeV and 10 TeV.W eshow

thatprecise determ inationsofthe Higgsand top quark m assesaswellasm ore detailed

e� ectivepotentialcalculationswillenableoneto pin down thelocation oftheinstability

toan accuracy ofabout25percent.Itisoften said that\thestandard m odelm ustbreak

down" or\new physicsm ustenter" by thatscale.However,by considering a toy m odel

forthe new physics,we show thatthe lightestnew particle (orresonance)could have a

m assasm uch asan orderofm agnitudegreaterthan thelocation oftheinstability,and

stillrestabilizethevacuum .
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1 Introduction

The large value ofthe top quark m ass has intensi� ed interest in Higgs m ass bounds

arisingfrom therequirem entofvacuum stability.Sincethecontribution ofthetop quark

Yukawa coupling to the beta function ofthe scalarself-coupling,�,isnegative,a large

top quark m asswilldrive � to a negative value (thusdestabilizing the standard m odel

vacuum )atsom escale,generally denoted as� .Theonly way to avoid thisinstability is

to require thatthe Higgsm assbe su� ciently large (thusthe initialvalue of� islarge)

orto assum ethatthestandard m odelbreaksdown beforethescale� isreached[1].

Ifoneassum esthatthestandard m odelisvalid up to theuni� cation orPlanck scale

(the di� erence between the two does not appreciably a� ect the bounds),then a lower

bound on theHiggsm asscan beobtained by requiring thatthestandard m odelvacuum

betheonly stable m inim um up to thatscale.M any papersin recentyears[2,3,4]have

gradually re� ned this lower bound;the m ost recent are the works ofCasas,Espinosa

and Quiros[3][CEQ]and ofAltarelliand Isidori[4][AI],who show thattherequirem entof

vacuum stability up to thePlanck scalegives,fora top quark m assof175 GeV,a lower

bound of130 GeV on theHiggsm ass.IftheHiggsm assislighterthan thisbound,then

thestandard m odelm ustbreak down ata lowerscale;thefartherbelow thebound,then

the lower this scale. In fact,as em phasized by AIand CEQ,ifthe Higgs has a m ass

justaboveitscurrentexperim entallim it,then thestandard m odelm ustbreak down ata

scaleofroughly a TeV.Sincethestandard m odelisde�ned by theassum ption thatthere

isno new physicsuntila scaleofseveralTeV (atleast),oneconcludesthatthediscovery

ofa Higgsboson atLEPIIcould,depending on theprecisetop quark m ass,ruleoutthe

standard m odel!!

In this Letter,we willexam ine this question in m ore detail. First,we willdiscuss

thescale,� ,atwhich theHiggspotentialturnsnegative,thusdestabilizing thestandard

m odelvacuum .W e willconsiderHiggsm asseswithin reach ofLEPII.Then,theuncer-

taintiesand di� cultiesassociated with determ ining thisscale precisely,given the Higgs

and top quark m asses,willbediscussed.The standard statem entisthat\thestandard

m odelm ustbreak down before the scale � " orthat\new physics m ustoperate before

thescale� ".W ewillexam inethem eaning ofthisstatem entby considering a toy m odel

in which a scalarboson ofm ass M isadded to the standard m odel,and we willshow

thatitisnotnecessary thatthism assbelessthan � ,thatitcould even havea m assas

high as5� 10 tim eslargerand stillprevent the vacuum instability. Thus,even ifone
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were to conclude that� isonly a TeV,thiswould notnecessarily im ply thata particle

orresonancem ustbeatorbelow thisscale.

2 T he H iggspotentialand location ofthe instability

Fortop quark and Higgsm assesofinterest,theHiggspotentialhasitsusualelectroweak

m inim um at 246 GeV,and then at som e larger scale,� ,turns around (sharply) and

becom esnegative,destabilizing the electroweak vacuum 1. In orderto calculate the po-

tentialasaccuratelyaspossible,onem ustsum allleadingand next-to-leadinglogarithm s.

Thisisdone[5]byim provingtheone-loop e� ectivepotentialbytwo-loop renorm alization-

group equations. The m ostrecentand detailed calculationsofthe boundsare those of

Altarelli,etal.[4]and Casas,etal.[3].Thereaderisreferred to thosepapersfordetails,

wewillsim ply presenttheirresultshere.

Theprocedureisstraightforward.Onebeginswith valuesofthescalarself-coupling,

�,and the top quark Yukawa coupling, evaluated at som e scale (usually m Z). One

then integratesthese using the two-loop renorm alization group equations. The running

couplingsarethen inserted into theone-loop Higgspotential,which isthen exam ined to

seeifitgoesnegative,and ifso,atwhatscale.Finally,theYukawa coupling and � m ust

beconverted into polem assesforthe physicalHiggsboson and top quark.M any issues

involving thechoiceofrenorm alization scaleand therenorm alization procedurem ustbe

considered[3,6].

Them ostim portantresultsofthepapersofAIand CEQ wasthebound on theHiggs

m assassum ing thatthe standard m odelisvalid up to the Planck scale. They obtained

(using a valueofthestrong coupling given by �s(m Z)= 0:124):

m H > 130:5+ 2:1(m t� 174) (1)

forAI(allm assesarein GeV)and

m H > 128+ 1:92(m t� 174) (2)

forCEQ.These resultsare in agreem entto wellwithin the stated 3� 5 GeV errorsof

thetwo calculations.

1W e willde�ne � to be the point at which the potentialdrops below the value ofthe electroweak

m inim um ,howeverthe drop isso rapid thatthisdoesnotappreciably di�erfrom the pointatwhich it

turnsaround.
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Suppose one looks at the values ofm H and m t which give an instability at � = 1

TeV.AIobtain2

m H = 71+ :9(m t� 174) (3)

W e have reproduced thisresultand have generalized itto di� erent� . W e � nd that

thefactorof:9(m t� 174)isunchanged,and thefactorof71 GeV changesto 77 GeV for

� = 1:5 TeV,81 GeV for� = 2 TeV,and 89 GeV for� = 4 TeV.Thus,knowing the

experim entalvaluesofthe Higgsm assand top quark m asses to an accuracy of1 GeV

each,which m ay be possible atan NLC,willenable one to determ ine � to roughly 25

percentaccuracy.

Beforediscussing thesigni� cance ofknowing a particularvalueof� ,itisim portant

to discusstheuncertainty in thisform ula.Asdiscussed very clearly by CEQ,thechoice

ofthe scale-dependence ofthe renorm alization scale introducesuncertaintiesofroughly

3 � 5 GeV in the Higgs m ass. In addition,one m ust be very carefulin determ ining

the condition forthe instability. Forexam ple,AItook the instability to occurwhen �

becam enegative,whereasCEQ took theinstability to occurwhen ~�,given by (ignoring,

forillustrativepurposes,theelectroweak gaugecouplings)

~� = � �
1

32�2

�

6h4
t

 

ln
h2
t

2
� 1

! �

(4)

goesnegative,which m inim izesuncertaintiesduetohigherorders.Thiscan m akeasm all

di� erence in � ,asCEQ show,which isirrelevantforlarge� butcan bevery im portant

forsm aller� .

Finally,there isanother,potentially serious,uncertainty. In running the scalarself-

couplingfrom m Z tothelocationoftheinstability,oneincludestopquarkcontributionsat

allscales,and thusthebetafunction isnegativeatm Z and drivesthescalarself-coupling

towardsnegative valuesim m ediately. However,suppose one were to arguethatthe top

quark loop contributions to the beta function should not enter until2m t is reached,

as is usually the case for the QCD beta function. Then, � would not change m uch

2The resultsofCEQ di�ersigni�cantly,by asm uch as15 G eV.The reason appearsto be related to

the work ofW illey and Bochkarev[7]. They noted that the contribution ofthe �nite M S electroweak

tadpoles to the relation between the top quark pole m ass and the m ass de�ned in term s ofthe M S

Yukawa coupling ism uch largerthan the well-known Q CD correction. A sim ilarcontribution existsin

relating the Higgspole m assto the potential. W illey[8]haspointed outthatthiscontribution cancels

in theHiggs-top m assratio.In thepaperofCEQ ,itwasincluded in theHiggsm assrelation,butnotin

the top m assrelation. By including the term in the top m assrelation in the CEQ work,W illey[9]has

found thatthe discrepancy becom esm uch sm aller(and the agreem entforlarge� persists).

4



between m Z and 2m t,increasing thelocation oftheinstability by (very roughly)afactor

of2m t=m Z � 4. Ofcourse,the M S renorm alization schem e ism ass-independent,and

thusthecontribution should beincluded atallscales,butthisdoesindicatethatanother

renorm alizationschem ewhich ism oresensitivetothresholde� ectscouldgivesigni� cantly

di� erent results. This would im ply thatuncalculated higher order contributions could

becom eim portantifthreshold e� ectsareincluded.

In principle,allofthese issuescan be dealtwith (and certainly willbe ifthe Higgs

boson isdiscovered atLEP).In thatcase,theresultsofEq.3 willbeaccurateto within

a couple ofGeV.Ifthe Higgsboson isdiscovered nextyearatLEP,then the standard

m odelvacuum willbe known to be unstable ata scale ofsom ewhere between 0:8 and

10 TeV.The biggest uncertainty in pinning down this num ber is the top quark m ass.

Onceitisknown toan accuracy ofaround 5GeV,then thebiggestuncertainty willbein

the above calculations. W hen these uncertaintiesare rem oved,then the location ofthe

instability,� ,willbeknown to roughly a factorof2.Finally,astheexperim entalvalues

oftheHiggsand top quark m assesarenarrowed down to1 GeV each,thelocation ofthe

instability willeventually bedeterm ined to roughly 25% accuracy.

W e now considerthe following question. Letussuppose thatthishappens,and one

concludesthatthe instability occursat,say,1000-1400 GeV.W hatdoesthisim ply for

new physics? M ust a new particle orresonance occur with a m ass below or near this

scale?

3 M odelofN ew Physics

In ordertoexam inethee� ectsofnew physics,asim pli� ed version ofthestandard m odel

Higgspotentialwillbeconsidered in which therenorm alization scaledependence ofthe

param etersisignored.Theresulting potentialcan then bewritten as

V = �
1

2
m

2
�
2 +

1

4
��

4
�
1

4
B �

4

 

ln
�2

�
� C

!

(5)

where

B =
1

16:�2

�

3h4
t
� 3g4=8� 3(g2 + g

02)2=16:
�

(6)

This sim pli� ed potentialhas allofthe qualitative features ofthe fullrenorm alization-

group im proved potential,and theresultsobtained from itsusewillnotbesubstantially

changed by usingthefullpotential.Di� erentiatingthepotential,onecan replacem2 and
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� by theHiggsm assm h and theelectroweak m inim um ,�:

V = �
1

4
m

2

h
�
2
�
1

2
B �

2
�
2 +

3

8
B �

4 +
1

8�2
m

2

h
�
4
�
1

4
B �

4ln
�2

�2
(7)

Plugging in a top quark m ass of190 GeV 3,and a Higgs m ass of70 GeV,one can see

thatthe potentialturnsaround and becom esnegative ata scale,� ,of1250 GeV.This

would seem to im ply that\new physics" m ustenterby thatscale.

In ordertom odelthe\new physics",wewilladd tothem odelascalar� eld,with bare

m assM ,which couplesto the standard m odelHiggs� eld with coupling � (so thatthe

m ass-squared ofthescalarisM 2 + ��2).In addition,them ultiplicity ofthescalar� eld

willbeN .Thisisfairly general.W eknow thatadditionalferm ionicdegreesoffreedom

willfurtherdestabilize the vacuum ,so thatonly bosonic degreesoffreedom need to be

considered.These degreesoffreedom m ustcouple to theHiggs� eld (to have any e� ect

on thepotential),and onewould expecta num berofsuch � elds(ifthey arevector� elds,

ofcourse,them ultiplicity ofeach would be3).

W hatarereasonablevaluesforN and �? ThevalueofN willbetaken tobeanywhere

between 1 and 100. Such large valuesofN are notim plausible. In the m inim alsuper-

sym m etricm odel,forexam ple,them ultiplicity ofscalarquarksisN = 72(6for
 avor,3

forcolor,4 forparticle/antiparticle and left/right);in left-rightm odels,them ultiplicity

ofthe new gauge bosons and Higgs bosons is N � 25. � willbe taken to be between

0:1 and 10. In the nextsection,the unitarity bound on N and � willbe found and we

willonly assum ethatthevaluesm ustbelowerthan thatbound.Itisplausiblethatthe

valueof� would beclose to the unitarity bound,ifthee� ective new physicsisstrongly

coupled.

Thee� ectsofthescalaron theHiggspotentialisto add a term

N

64�2
(M 2 + ��

2)2
 

ln
M 2 + ��2

�2
� C

!

(8)

to thepotential.Di� erentiating thepotential,onecan replacem2 and � with m h and �,

yielding

V = �
1

4
m

2

h
�
2
�
1

2
B 1�

2
�
2 +

3

8
B 2�

4 +
1

8�2
m

2

h
�
4
�
1

4
B �

4ln
�2

�2

+
N

64�2
(M 2 + ��

2)2ln
M 2 + ��2

M 2 + ��2
(9)

3The pole m assischosen to be 190 G eV,so thatthe Yukawa coupling correspondsto a m asswhich

is5-6 % sm aller.
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where

B 1 = B �
N

32�2
(2�2 � �

M 2

�2
)

B 2 = B �
N

16�2
�
2
: (10)

Thispotentialcan beplotted,and exam ined forvariousvaluesofN ,� and M toseeif

theinstabilityrem ains.Som efeaturesareeasytosee.Considerthelim itin which M = 0,

so theadditionalscalarsarevery light.In thiscase,the coe� cientofthe�4ln �2 term

isN �2=64�2 � B =4. Thus,ifN �2 istoo sm all,thiscoe� cientwillbe negative and the

instability willrem ain.Thus,a lowerbound on N �2,in orderto rem ove theinstability,

is

N �
2
> 3h4

t
� 3g4=8� 3(g2 + g

02)2=16: (11)

Itisalso interesting to considerthelim itin which M ! 1 .In thiscase,thelogarithm

can beexpanded and onecan seethatthee� ectsoftheextra term vanishescom pletely,

asexpected from thedecouplingtheorem .In thiscase,thescalar� eld willnotrestabilize

thepotential,regardlessofthevaluesofN and �.

Thus,forany given valuesofN and � (above the criticalvalue),there willbe som e

criticalvalueofthescalarm ass;ifM isbelow thisvalue,thepotentialwillberestabilized;

ifM isabove thisvalue,itwillnotbe. This is illustrated in Fig. 1. W e have chosen

N = 60 and � = 1,and have plotted thepotentialforvariousvaluesofM .In thiscase,

M can beaslargeas5:3 TeV,and stillrestabilizethepotential.Notethatthisvaluefor

M isfourtim esthevalueof� ,thepointby which \new physicsm ustenter".

Thecriticalvalueofthescalarm assisshown asafunction ofN and � in Fig.2.Note

thatthe M = 0 line correspondsto the criticalvalueofN �2 shown above.W e see that

forthelargestvaluesofN and �,thescalarm asscould beaslargeas100 tim es� ,and

stillrestabilizethepotential!Ofcourse,onewould question thevalidity ofperturbation

theory forsuch values,and we now turn to the question ofthe unitarity boundson N

and �.

4 U nitarity B ounds

Therearetwotypesofunitarityboundsthatwecan consider;abound on� from tree-level

unitarity and a bound on N �2 from one-loop unitarity.

The � rst is the bound on � arising from the requirem ent oftree-levelunitarity. If

we callthe scalar S and the Higgs boson H ,then one willobtain a bound on � by

7



requiring thatthe realpartofeach H S ! H S partialwave scattering am plitude be

lessthan 1=2[10].Thiscalculation can be easily done,and in the lim itthatthe quartic

S4 coe� cientissm all,we � nd the bound � < 4�.Thisisa fairly weak bound,which is

weakerthan thebound obtained from thefollowing bound on N �2.

A bound on N �2 willarise by considering H H ! H H at one-loop in which a

loop with S bosonsisin thediagram {thiswillbeproportionalto N �2=8�2;so onem ight

expecta bound on N �2 som ewhatlessthan 8�2. One-loop unitarity isa m ore di� cult

problem ,and thebound willalwaysdepend on
p
softhescattering process[11].W ewill

estim atethebound in two very di� erentways.

The � rst,and sim plest,m ethod isto note thatthe beta function for� can be read

o� from thepotentialofEq.(9),and clearly hasa term proportionalto N �2.Thus,we

can integrate� from theelectroweak scale(ortheZ m ass{thechoicedoesn’tsigni� cantly

a� ect the result) up to the scale given by M ,and sim ply require that � not exceed

its unitarity lim it by that scale. Since we are using one-loop beta functions here,we

only require that� notexceed itstree levelunitarity bound,given by � � 4 (thisvalue

corresponds to a Higgs m ass of700 GeV,which is the Lee-Quigg-Thacker bound[10]).

W hen we do so,we � nd the bound given by the solid line ofFig. 2,which corresponds

to N �2 varying between 30 and 60.

The second m ethod isto com pute the scattering am plitude forH H ! H H atone

loop.Sinceweareinterested in m h � 90GeV,theHiggsself-coupling� issm all(� 0:067)

and the one-loop contributionsto the above processcom ing from H and the Goldstone

bosons w;z can be neglected. The dom inant contribution com es from S. In the lim it

that the quartic S4 coe� cient is sm allcom pared with �,we can ignore the one-loop

contribution to H S ! H S.

The one-loop contribution ofS to H H ! H H can be straightforwardly com puted.

The renorm alization consistsoftwo parts. One com esfrom the one-loop selfenergy of

H due to S where a factorofN �2 ispresent. (W e are again ignoring the contributions

dueto H and w;z which areproportionalto �2.) Thiscontributesto thewavefunction

renorm alization constantforH and to the renorm alization of�.The othercom esfrom

thebubblediagram forH H ! H H involving S.The� nalphysicalscattering am plitude

is,ofcourse,� nite. In the lim it
p
s >> M ;m h,the realand im aginary partsofthe

S-wavepartialwave am plitude,a0,aregiven by

Rea0 = �(
3

8�
)�s +

N �2

64�3
(1+ 3m 2

h
I
0

s
(m 2

h
));

8



Im a0 =
N �2

128�2
; (12)

where

�s = � +
N �2

8�2
(ln

p
s

M
� 1+

1

2
Is(m

2

h
)); (13)

with Is(p
2)=

R
1

0
dx ln(1+ 4x(1� x)=�)and � = 4M 2=p2 (I0

s
isthederivativeofIs with

respectto p2).Num erically,Is(m
2

h
)and m 2

h
I0
s
(m 2

h
)aresm all.

By including the(treelevel)realS-waveam plitude(�=8�)forH S ! H S and diago-

nalizing therealpartofthe2� 2 m atrix,wecan plottheArgand diagram forthelargest

eigenvalue(seeDurand,etal.[11]fora detailed discussion).Theupperlim itson N �2 are

found by lookingatthepointwheretheam plitudedeviatessigni� cantly from theunitar-

ity circle.W e� nd thefollowing resultswhich depend on
p
s:N �2 < 30 (

p
s=M � 100);

N �2 < 60 (
p
s=M � 40);N �2 < 100 (

p
s=M � 20). This corresponds respectively to

�s = 1:42;2:07;2:58.Thisapproach givesresultswhich arebasically consistent(within

a factoroftwo in N �2)with theonesobtained by \running" � asdiscussed above.

5 C onclusions

From Fig. 2,we see thata single scalarboson with a coupling � � 6 to the standard

m odelHiggs(which isat,butnotabove,theunitarity bound)can haveam assashigh as

10 TeV,and stillsucceed in elim inating theinstability which would occurat1250 GeV.

Iftherewerea strongly interacting sector,onem ightexpectjustsuch a coupling.

Thus,should LEP discovera Higgsboson in the nearfuture,one willconclude that

the standard m odelm ust \break down" at som e calculable scale,� ,which could be

between 1 and 10 TeV (depending on thetop quark m ass).In thisletter,wehaveshown

thatthisdoesnotnecessarily m ean thata new particle(s)orresonance(s)m ustexistat

thisscale,butthatthenew statescould becloseto a factorof10 higherin m ass.There

isnoguaranteethatan acceleratorwhich reachesthescale� will� nd any directevidence

ofnew physics.
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wascarried outand thank Ray W illey form any usefuldiscussions.Thiswork supported

by the NationalScience Foundation,grant PHY-9306141,and by the Departm ent of

Energy,grantDE-A505-89ER40518.
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Figures

1.The Higgs potentialis plotted forthree di� erent values ofM ,with N = 60 and

� = 1. Between the origin and � = 500 GeV,the three curves are essentially

identical,and look like the conventionalHiggs potential. For very large M ,the

scalar� eld decouplesand thepotentialdevelopsan instability at1250 GeV.AsM

decreasesto 5:5 TeV,theinstability pointm ovesoutward and then disappearsfor

M = 5:3 TeV.

2.For various values ofN and �,the largest value ofM which willelim inate the

instability (which occursat1250GeV in theabsenceoftheadditionalscalar� eld).

Theshaded region coversthevaluesofN and � which violatetheunitarity bound,

asdiscussed in thetext.
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